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principles of international law should be laid down, to
be applied to the decision of the claims of the United
States, whether those claims were considered by this
Commission or by such a tribunal as had been mentioned.

1.  Any great maritime Power with a strong Govern-
ment, possessed of the material resources requisite to
enable it to perform its duties, is bound to use active
diligence in order to prevent the construction or fitting
out, arming, equipping, or augmenting the force, within
its jurisdiction, of any vessel whereby war is intended
to be carried on upon the ocean against a Power with
which it is at peace, during hostilities between that
Power and its insurgent citizens who have been recog-
nized as belligerents by such great maritime Power.

2.  When such a vessel shall have escaped, such Power
is bound to use like diligence to arrest and detain her
when she comes again within its jurisdiction.

3.   Such Power is further bound to instruct its naval
forces in all parts of the globe to arrest and detain
vessels so escaping, wherever found upon the high seas.

4.   Any Power failing to observe either of the rules
of international law above described, is justly to be
held  responsible  for  the  injuries   and  depredations
committed and damages occasioned by such vessel/'

While in form the scheme of arbitration here outlined
was a concession to the British view, in reality it was
only a circuitous way of reaching the alternative settle-
ment originally contemplated by Fish, under which the
liability of Great Britain should be admitted or assumed
and only the amount of damages discussed and agreed
upon. This will be clear when it is remembered that
the dispute on the technical side largely hinged upon
the question of what were the recognized principles of
International Law governing the case, In the scheme